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ms part of the remedial investigation  such as habitat alterations and natural  time unrelated to operations at RFP and would

workplans for each operable unit  vanability cannot be isolated allow for sitewide — as opposed to OU
(OU) at RFP an environmental evalu spectfic — ecological characterization of RFP
ation (EE) will be conducted to determine An annual monitoring program (s being
the effect of RFP activities on the plants proposed that would provide long term Initial EE field work for OU1 (881
amimals and microorgan —————m——r—————" ————— e Hillside) and OU2 (903 Pad)
1Isms within the property }. <~ ~= --4 has already been completed

boundaries Results of these |- e
studies will influence the |y
eventual remedial action
selected for each OU

-1 as has part of OU5 (Woman
¢'{ Creek Dramnage) field work

and-1 because OUS overlaps with
“hava-| portions of OU1 and OU2
- Field studies are followed by
-| additional analysis and lab
nare-| study before the final EEs

& | can be completed Results

The EEs will vary shghtly
from site to site depending |-
on the nature of each OU but |<ghun

: will be tssued as part of the

each EE will assess ecosys Wi ET
tem communtty and popula ,mﬁmﬁg}gw RCRA Facility Investigation/

tion impacts and any critical m gﬁhg m mﬁm»w;;immm Remedial Investigation Report
habitats or endangered species o
affected by site contamination
An ecosystem consists of the
living parts — communities
of different populations
(species) living together and
interacting — plus the land |
and water (nonliving) compo
nents of an area

The EE workplans are

-4 prepared in conformance
1 with the requirements of cur
1 rently applicable fegisiation
2 1 Although a formal Natural
Resource Damage Assess
e | ment (NRDA) process has
¥ not yet been imtiated at RFP
& .| EE workplans are designed to
1 be consistent with the NRDA
process to the maximum
extent possible Information
from the EEs will assist in
¢-| determining the form feasi
ool bility and extent of remedia-

tion Without the resulting | s 1 tion necessary for each OU in
chemical ecological and E——"—__ A =l accordance with the Compre
toxicological data potential causes unre ecological data Such data would allow for hens:ve Environmental Response Compen
lated to the presence of contamination better assessment of natural changes over ~ sation and Liabihity Act (CERCLA) | |

The ecosystem approach | :aped -
initially addresses all ecosys |
tem components then pro
gressively focuses on those }-
aspects of the system poten
tially affected by contamina

Update on PPCD . :

he Interagency Agreement due date for the Plan for Prevention of Contarminant Dispersion (PPCD) has been changed The proposed

Final PPCD was submitted to EPA in December 1991 but EPA requested that some additional changes he made so the RPCD will
be resubmitted to EPA in February 1992 EPA will then have approximately 30 days to review the PPCD

The PPCD addresses the potential release of contaminants into the air from remedial investigation and intenm remedial action activ
rties at RFP  The primary objective of the PPCD 1s to provide a guide for safe operations to protect the public and the environment from
further contamination that could arise from cleanup activities |
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New Documents

« EG&G Rocky Flats Plant Environmental Restoration Monthly Reports for November 1991 and December 1991

* Final Rocky Flats Plant Community Relations Plan [for the] Environmental Restoration Program

» Final Responsiveness Summary for the Rocky Flats Plant Community Relations Plan [for the] Environmental Restoration Program
* Rocky Flats Plant Site Environmental Report  January through December 1990

» A Closer Look at Rocky Flats

» Draft Environmental Assessment [for thel-Standley Lake Diversion Project
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Computerized Chemical Control System

computerized chemical control sys

tem (CCS) This plantwide database
is expected to provide chemical inventory
information from ali plant buildings by
md 1992

BFP 15 1n the process of establisting a

In the past RFP had httle dedicated
support for the maintenance of chemcal
nventory data  This situation changed in
April 1991 when the Chemical Tracking &
Control Systems group i the Environmental
Management Department assumed respon
sibility for designing implementing and
mawntaiming the CCS  The group will aiso
provide related traiming and hardware sup
port By maintaiming a centralized CCS
RFP benefits from the following improved
accuracy and reliability of chemical data
greater abiity to evaluate hazard and

waste minimization efforts and access to
Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDSs)

MSDSs are information sheets pro
vided by chemical manufacturers These
sheets include product information such
as its chemical and physical properties
storage requirements first aid and han
dhing requirements RFP is required to
have an MSDS for every hazardous chem
1cal on plant site

_ Information supplied by the CCS wll
assist RFP in meeting the requirements of
the Emergency Planning and Community
Right to Know Act the Occupational
Safety and Health Admunistration Hazard
Communication Standard and many other
regulations 1t will also be essential for
the eventual decommissioning of many
plant buildings n

RFP Prepare§_ Draft H:stoil_(_:gl Releise Report

Release Report (HRR) and forwarded tt to CDH and EPA for their comments The

ms required by the /nteragency Agreement DOE has prepared a Draft Historical

HRR Iists all spills releases and incidents invohang hazardous substances at RFP
from 1952 to 1990 as identified by an extensive record review

The HRR 1dentifies 74 Potential Areas of Concern (PACs) that may need further

Administrative Records

very Superfund site must make an
E_zdmlmstranve record available for
ublic review The admimistrative
record includes all documents that were
used in the evaluation and selection of a

specific response action at each O4

An admunistrative record includes an
Index information such as site investiga
tion reports and sampling plans policy
and guidance documents ttems related to
pubhc participation {Communsty Relations
Plan news releases transcripts of public
meetings) enforcement documents dec:
sion documents (Responsiveness Summary
Record of Decision any modifications),
correspondence between the regulatory
agencies (EPA and CDH) and DOE and
other information such as interagency
agreements These documents are added
to the administrative record as they are
1ssued to update the information on file

Microfiched copies of the admnistra
tive records for each OU at RFP will be
placed in the information repositones hist
ed on page 4 A paper copy of the QU4
(Solar Evaporation Ponds) Interim Remediat
Action administrative record has been
placed in each information repository until

investigation Some of these PACs may be added to the list of 178 indnadual Hazardous  the QU4 files can be microfiched -
Substance Sites identified i earlier studies and scheduled for cleanup Also identified
were 19 Potential Incidents of Concern that occurred between 1956 and 1990 These incs
dents involved the release of hazardous matenals that could not be accurately located
because of insufficient information  Almost half of the incidents were releases of ofl or
gasoline  Although only hmited information 1s now avadable DOE believes that none of
the PACs or incidents threaten human health or the environment

EPA and CDH will prepare comments on the HRR over the next few months The last
draft 1s due to CDH and EPA on June 3 1992 After therr final reviews and comments are
incorporated the final report will be issued and placed in the public reading rooms prob
ably in the fall of 1992 A public information meeting to discuss the plan wil be sehed
uled at that time |
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Changes To Interagencymeement Deliverable Dates

Task

Submit OU5 (Woman Creek Drainage) Final Phase | RFI/RI*
Workplan to EPA and CDH

Subrmit OU6 (Walnut Creek Drainage) Final Phase | RFI/RI* ]
Workplan to EPA and CDH September 16 1991 December 15 1991

The /AG outlines a framework of procedures responsibilities and schedules for cleaning up hazardous and radioactive waste at RFP
Original due dates may be changed as cleanup progresses if EPA COH and DOE concur on the changes

Original Date Revised Date

August 30 1991 December 9 1991

“RACRA Facility Investigation/Remedial Investigation
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